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ADVERTISEMENT 


10 THE PUBLIC 


EWS of the e Peha articles being Koni 
reached New-York in 1782, and put the Loy- 

aliſts under the neceffity of retiring to Nova Scotia, 
where his Majeſty offered them lands for ſettlements 3 


whereupon they were informed by Sir Guy Catleton, 


that the King's intention was to grant 600 acres of 


land to each family, and goo acres to every 24 man, 
that ſettled in Nova Scotia. 


To carry the above plan into execution, - ths er | 


aliſts appointed three Agents to repair to Nova Scotia, 


and choſe a Committee at New-York; who were to : 
correſpond with the Agents, and, in conjunction with 
them, conduct the affairs of all the Loyaliſts. This 


meaſute was a pproved and confirmed by Sir Guy Carle- 


ton. But Col. Willard, the Rev. J. Sayre, and Dr. 


Inglis, privately formed a ſcheme to enrich themſelves 
at the expence of the crown ahd their poor brethren 


in diſtreſs. This ſcheme is ſet forth in the letter No. 
II. in the Vindication; written by Dr: Inglis, and figned 


by him and fifty-four others, who were chiefly enliſted 


by Dr. Inglis ;—which letter, ſo ſigned by the Fifty - 
five, was preſented to Sir Guy Carleton, by why hs. c 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 

Mr. Sayre, and Col. Willard, in a private manner. 

Sir Guy, unapprized of their treacherous intentions, 
esmplied with the prayer thereof, and ſept his letter 
- accordingly to Governor Parr. Mr. Sayre, one of the 
Committee of the whole body of Loyaliſts, was now 
privately appointed an Agent ſor theFifty-five, and had 
actually failed from New-York before the Loyaliſts 
knew of Dr. Inglis, Col. Willard, and Mr. Sayre's 
inſidious deſigns. Upon diſcovering them, ix or ſeven 
hundred Loyaliſts immediately convened, and, having 
voted Mr. Samuel Hake into the chair, they proceeded 


do chooſe a Committee for the puypole of drawing up a 


petition againſt granting 5000 acres to each of the Fifty- 
five —Meflrs. Hake, Law, Hardy, and ' Dickenſon, 
were of this Committee, who waited on Sir Guy-Chrle- 
ton with the petition and remonſtranee, to Wan * 
Guy returned a very gracious anſwer.. 

Governor Parr received Sir Guy's: letter by Mr. 
Sayre and his copartners on Auguſt 24th, 1783, and 
their petition on the 28th, for grants of 5000 acres to 
each of the Fifty - five; and the Governor was ſo far 
from uſing any delay, that on the 29th he granted 
them a warrant of ſurvey for the lands deſired. But 
foon afterwards the Governor receiving inſtructions 
from the King and Sir Guy not to grant more 
than L000 acres to any individual, theſe counter or- 

ders were of neceſſity to be obeyed. 


| The Fifty-five and tbeir ioviſible-afſociates were 

much offended with Governor Parr, becauſe bis Ex- 
e thought that the counter orders ſuperſeded the 
1 72 firſt. 
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in England, that their hopes of 3000 acres wete at an 
end with Governor Parr, and requeſted their caſe might 
be daid before the Miniſtry for theſe cogent reaſons, 
viz. '* The object is worth purſuing, and the lands the 
& moſt fertile and eligible of any in the province.” 7 
Accordingly, Dr. Inglis, Col. Willard, and others, 
being in London, drew a petition. of fix or ſeven ſheets, 
praying the Miniſtry to grant to each of the Fifty-five 
5000 acres; But fearing they ſhould not meet with 
ſucceſs, they, or their /invifible :affociates, inſerted in 
the London papers complaints againſt Governor Parr, 
the Chief” Juſtice and Council of Nova Scotia, calling 
them weak, ignorant, and deſiguing men, who go- 
verned the province without fkill-and wiſdom, and diſ- 
couraged the Loyalifts in forming ſettlements on the 
lands given them by the King. After ſeveral par. 
gtaphs of this nature had made their appearance, a 
Gentleman of Halifax publiſhed a pamphlet, entitled 
A Vindication of Governor Parr, and his Council, 
< apainſt the Complaints of the Fifty-five,” founded 
on the original and authentic papers which had paſſed 
on this buſineſs. In this Vindication were no perſonal 
reflections; except a note referring to Dr. Inglis's 
farewel ſermon, to explain the word.® transfer,” and 
the want of giving credit to Col. Willard's letter to 
Gov. W, can be deemed perſonal reflections. 
Notwithſtanding * this polite and gentle Vindication of | 
Governor Parr, xc. Nc. Dr. Inglis took fire, and pub- 
liſhed a famous Pamphlet, entitled, Remarks on the 

| Vindi. | 
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ADVERTISEMENT. 

7 teen 77 Governor Parr, and his Copneili &ci in 

which the Doctor manifeſted the ſpirit of a Bellarmine, 
and, like a veteran in polemical wars; being deftitute of 
truth and reaſon, adopted Cicero's ſaying;aliis nocet, ut 
in alios liberalis fit, He accordingly fell pell-mell on 
Mr. Hake, Mr. Hardy, the main body of the Loyaliſts, 
Governor Parr and his Council, not. confidering £qui- 
| as ipſa lucet per ſe. The Doctor, having written 
many ſcandalous things againſt the firſt, and having 
ſpoken evil of dignities, diſcovered non nocet eſſe deum: 
he therefore, in great liberality to himſelf, a property 
of his cloſer than his ſkin, aſſumed the character of 
vir ſine fuco ac fallaciis, and nulli pietate ſecundus; and 
alſo juſtified: his right, which he pretends to have, of 
transferring his allegiance to Congreſs: The Doctor, 
having blown the trumpet in praiſe of himſelf, thought, 
no doubt, it would anſwer his purpoſe i in London, as 
it had done eighteen years ago in New-York, when he 
preached his inauguration ſermon upon an ancient text, 
Viz, © Ariſe —ſhine—for thy light is come. Alas, 
| Doctor ! fic notus Uhſſes?— The Doctor, after tops 
ping off his own character, proceeds to the invulnerable 
character of Col. A. Willard, who was one of his 
Majeſty's Mandamus Counſellors of Maſſachuſetis-Bay, 
and therefore was ornatus ex virlutibus, et intueri 
| ſolem adverſum polect. The Doctor then complains of 
Vindicator for ſpeaking evil of dignities ;” that is, 
of a Mandamus Counſellor, and the late Rector of | 
| New-York. He alſo aſſerts that the whole F ifry-five 
* are truly loyal, and of moſt reſpectable characters, 

| who 


, 
* 


ADVERTISEMENT. 


who" are better tavght than to write libels upon their 
| fuperiors ; ; 2ad that no one of the Fifty. five inſerted 
thoſe complaints againſt Governor Parr and his Council. 

But mark the con clufion—fal/a veris  finitima ſunt— 
Dr. Toglis printed, at the end of his Remarks, three 


anonymous letters, pretending they came from Nova 


Scotia: be this as it may, the Doctor is the oſtenſible 
and proper father, till he proves the contrary. In 
thoſe letters, Governor Parr and his Council are ſe⸗ 


| verely handled, although Mr. Parr is the King's Gos.”- 
vernor, and his Council are Mandamus Counſellors, 


with as much dignity a as any Mandamus Counſellor of 
| Maſſachuſetts-Bay or New-York, | 


In the Remarks Dr. Ioglis confidered himſelf as the 
only monopoliſt of ſcandal, and freely dealt out un- 


merited abuſe upon. all who had oppoſed him and his 


aſſociates monopoly of land in Nova Scotia, Not 
content with this, the Doctor impudently denied the 
moſt ſturdy facts, and ſubſtituted in their place 
groundleſs affertions. Having read that injurious 


publication, I took up my pen in favour of juſtice 


and truth, and publiſhed a Reply ; in which I made 


ſome perſonal attacks, in order to prove the Fifty-five _ | 


were not the © moſt reſpectable characters” among the 


American Loyaliſts, either in reſpect to their property, 

<- ſervices, loyalty, loſſes, or ſtations. This I did i 

a view to convince the public, that the Fifty- five had 2 

po right to expect 5000 acres each, while others f 

infinitely more merit were to receive only 300 or 600 

e; 9 to Dr. : s Remarks convinced | 
BN eh molt 
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ADVERTISEMENT, 


moſt people that Sir Guy Carleton. had been grofely 
impoſed on by the Fifty- five, and. that; the Remarks 
oy the Vindication were ill founded. However, Dr. 

Inglis, who ſays in his Remarks that bis character 
(4e is above Vindicator's malice,” was not ſatisfied with 
bis character as drawn by himſelf in that -Publication, 
or by Viator in the Reply to it. The Doctor has 
therefore written a Defence of his own character, which 
has been licked into form by his Reverend ſine qua non, 
and printed, but not publiſhed. Some men-** love 
e darkneſs rather than light, becauſe their- deeds. are 
44 evil. However, the Doctor has not withheld his 
pamphlet from people in power, or from ſuch other 
ſtrangers as are not competent to judge of his conduct 


and true character.—Olet artiſcium.— The Doctor 


ſeems to have been in vicinia mortis whilſt engaged in 


_ this laſt performance; wherein this quondam inyul- 


nerable champion of the Fifty-five appears, by his fi- 
lence concerning them, to have deſerted their cauſe, 
and now, implicitly pleading guilty to all I have ſaid 
reſpecting the land-jobbing buſineſs, ſneaks behind 
the E and waits for ſentence at the 115 bar. 


JOHN VIATOR. 
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Win follow Dr. Inglis in his Deferce page by pages. 
Jin order to be regular; left the Doctor ſhould again 
charge me with want of arrangement and memory, 4 ben 
he makes his ſecond viſit to his relations in Ireland. 


Page 3. The Doctor ſays. He never knowingly in- 


« Juted any man's perſon, property, or reputation; bur, 
on the contrary, always endeavoured, by a genera 


& rectitude of conduct, and particularly by acts ot kind 


«« neſs and humanity, to diſcharge the duties of both a 
& chriſtiah clergyman and a member of civil ſociety.” 


New York, nor in the Provoft among the poor priſoners; 
many of whom were proved to be innocent. — Mr. H. 
Mulligan has paid money in England for the opinion of 


council, whether he could not bring an action againſt Dr. 
Inglis for tampering with priſoners, under the cloak of 


giving teligious advice, and urging them to become wit- 
neſſes againſt Mulligan, in order to endanger his life. —T 
will not enumerate Dr. Inglis's crimes, but muſt in duty 
inform the public,” that the Doctor has contradicted the. - 
above character of himſelf in page 16 of his Remarks upon | - 
the Vindication of Gov, Parr. The Doctor ſays, Some 


curious anecdotes indeed concerning him FMit. Hake] 


6 might be related, and, if neceſſary, may hereafter be * | 
laid before the public. Page 17. The very turbulent 


“people here particularly referred to, were Eſquire Hake 


« and-Eſquire E. Hardy.“ 4e Eſquire Hake has beem 
mentioned already and 8 for the other; Eſquire” Hatdy, = 
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de he is now purſuing the fame turbulent meaſures, and 
«& plaguing the poor Loyaliſts, as formerly in New-York.” 
A few reſtleſs people, with the two Eſquires above 
c mentioned at their head. A memorial, complaining 
c of imaginary grievances, was drawn up; carmen, 
© Sſtlers, and boys, &c. were ſolicited to ſign it“ 
„ more than 600 figned it. e went | 
Page 15. It is not material to enquire how Mr, 
Hake came to be dubbed with the title of an Eſquire, 
e though it be myſtecious and raiſes curioſity.“ Page 5, 
dc ] have known ſome-whoſe principtes were loyal; tals 
u part with the rebels, merely to get rid of their debts, 
and patch up their ſhattered fortunes. — I have known 
* others of a republican caſt, whoſe principles exactly 
4 correſponded with thoſe. of the rebels, by ſimilar mo- 
ec tives flung. among the .Loyalifts—and they brought 
£ with them all that reſtleſs turbulence: and leuelling 
c diſpoſition that characterized the enemies of loy- 

i 40 alty.” Bib 9 | * N i 2 | 
| Remarks, page 49, and paſſim, the Doctor gives 
the following ſpecimen of his rectitude and eſteem for 
Governor Parr, his Council, and the General Aſſembly. 
ce Wretched debility, pride, ignorance, and folly of the 
« adminiſtration here | Halifax ], which is, from Alpha 
*© to Omega, deficient in plan, method, order, artange- 
4 ment, ſtability, certainty, and diſpatch.” — Let Dr. 
Inglis read over his own Remarks, and then ſay, if he can, 
that he never knowingly injured any man's perſon, pro- 
<< perty, or reputation Nin $1 35665 


What an unworthy ſon is Dr. Inglis, and how contrary is 
his conduct to that of his Rev. and pious anceftors,**among 
* whom was never one fanatic, rebel, or - republican z 
6“ nor one aſſaſſin of characters, nor one falſe accufer of 
< the brethren.” The Doctor, by giving the above 
character of his anceſtors, evidently meant, in the firſt 
place, to have their righteouſneſs imputed to bimſelf, 
that, when his Querela ſhould be heard in Weſtminſter-' 
Hall, he might have a fadum both legal and irreſiſtible. 


. « * 3 
Secondly, ths. Diftie- meme” bs en tits 


Innocent perſom, 454 whom be has xepreſented- in his 
Remarks to be a republican, rebel, and bankrupt, with a 
malignant deſign to ruin him in bis native country and 
with Government. 

The public will allow me to 3 
9 and family of Samuel Hake, Eſq. ſince Dr, 
Ioglis bas ſet the example by given his own. Mr. 
 Hake's character, loyalty, and property, are as ſacred 

as thoſe of Dr. Inglis, and have been vilely wounded 
in the Remarks on the V indication of Governor Parr. 
Samuel Hake was born at Honiton, in Devonchire. 
His Father, Samuel Hake, was an eminent manufacturer 
of woollens, had a very extenſwe inland trade in moſt 
parts of England, and exported large quantities af goods 
to America. He was many years the chief magiſtrate 
in the borough of Honiton. He was a gentleman of 
ſtrict bonour and integrity, a fincere friend, and highly 


reſpected by all who knew bim. His mother was 


daughter of Cotton Amy, Eſq. of Baſcaſtle, in Cort» 
wall, and nearly related to Sir John Cotton, Bart. At 
the requeſt of his father, young Mr. Hake went, in 2766, 
a partner in the houſe, to America, with a view to form 
an extenſive connection in the mercantile line. He 


carried, proper letters of recommendation to the firſt houſes Wo 


at New-York, Rhode-Ifland, Boſton, and other .of 
the continent; in conſequence of which he 


orders, and the houſe ſhipped them accordingly till 17699 


The latter end of that year, Mr. Hake married a ONS 
of Robert Gilbert Livingſton, Eſq. ane. of the firſt 
familes in the Province o New-York, after Mr. 


ſton had written to ſeveral capital merchants in London, 


for information in reſpect to the character and connections 
of Mr. Hake, and received ſuch anſwers as induced him 
with ſatisfaction to give his .conſent. Mr. Hake ſoon 


| ET? e 10 and . the he pure: 
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anceſtors of the ſoppaſed author of the Reph upon an 
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| Nip account. In 17750, Mr. Hake entered into an 


extenſive trade upon his own foundation, and chartered 


a ſhip-to New York and back again, in which he carried 
upwards of 2 5,000. : ſterling worth of goods, beſides 
exporting largely in other ſhips the ſame year. Mr. 
Hake continued his exportations till 1774, apd was con- 
' cerned in ſeveral veſſels and ſhips. Every merchant who 
has given large credit in America, knows and feels the 
fatal conſequence of it. In 1776, Mr. Hake came ta 
England, leaving a wife and three children, and all his 
property, to ſave himſelf from popular inſults, to pre- 
ſerve his loyalty to his King, and to report matters to 
His creditors in England. General Tryon, Governor 
Franklin, and General Skinner, can aſcertain the loyalty 


and zeal of Mr. Hake. In 1778, Mr. Hake, having had 


repeated conferences with the miniſtry concerning Ame- 


rican affairs, failed for New-York in Le Deſpencer 


packet, at their requeſt, to carry into execution ſuch 
plans as had been adopted; but on his paſſage was cap- 
' tured by two American privateers, and carried into New- 
London, where he was pillaged of every ſhilling, and 


- 


all his baggage. Governor Trumbull permitted him to 


* 


viſit his family at Livingſton's Manor, where he had 


tempting offers, if he would join the rebels. Whilſt 


Mr. Hake was at Livingſton's Manor, he acted to the 
entire ſatisfaction of his ſuperiors: at length, after 
having been a priſoner upwards of three years, and en- 
dangered his life by his loyal conduct, he eſcaped to New- 


Vork ar great riſk, with ſuch papers as Sir Henry Clinton 


One tranſaction follows, which has given occafion to 


Mr. Hake's enemies to ſhow their malicè.—In 1774, Mr. 


Alexander, commonly called Lord Sterling, who owed Mr. 


Hake 1800l. by bond, having an execution levied on his 


goods unknown to Mr. Hake, waited on him to ſolicit 


his name to a note for a few weeks of about 60ol. Hake 

complied, depending on Lord Sterling's word of hotiour 

that he would pay the note, and therefore made no provi- 
F '. a. - 


% 


fon for the payment of it himſelf, e e 5 


regard to his word, and Mr. Boudinot, who 
for the 600l. and forced him to pay it. Mr. Hake took 


the aſſignment of the execution levied, and proceeded to 


ſell Lord Sterling's goods; when Lord. Sterling, with 
o men, by threats drove off the Sheriff, got himſelf 


* 


eld the 
note, without any previous notice, arreſted Mr. Hake 


made a Rebel General, and Mr. Hake loſt the money. 


After this arreſt Mr. Hake was called upon for large ſums. | 


To prevent further. injury, he Jaid his affairs before 
Charles M*Evers, Elias Detroſſe, and Lott, Eſqrs. 
Thoſe gentlemen examined and found Mr. Hake's ac- 
counts to be fair, with a large balance in his favour, pro- 


claimed his caſe to be hard, and offered him all neceſſary 


aſſiſtance. At that time the outſtanding debts due to 
Mr. Hake amounted to many thouſands currency, beſides 
a large ſtock of goods on Hand.— Mr. Hake, in 177 1, was 


aliſts for his candour and zeal in aſſiſting them, He was 
choſen chairman on different committees and occaſions; 


Fifry-five land-jobbers, and ſupported the Loyaliſts in 
general againſt uſurpation and injuſtice. The Fifty-five 


ruptcy, and the defence of Governor Parr ; his anceſtors 
and all whom Dr. Inglis dreams to be his foes, have been 


elected a member of the Chamber of Commerce at New- 
York eſtabliſhed by law, and fat as ſuch till the evacuation, 
Mr. Hake has received the public thanks of the Loy- 


and might have paſſed to his grave in peace and honour, / 
had he been prudent enough not to have oppoſed the *_ 


moſt reſpectable characters, with Colonel Willard and Dr. 
loglis at their bead, have not been content with ſtigma» r- 
ting Mr. Hake with innuendoes, imputation of Bank- 


abuſed alſo. But Ne numerous and 


clamorous obloquies againſt Mr. 


it 4 


- 


Majeſty has been graciouſly pleaſed to appoint him Ons " 
miſſary in his. province of New Brunſwick, where the 
Loyaliſts will receive him in gratitude to their King, agd 
in honour to Me, able. 


loyalty, ſervices, and loſſes, are ſo well known, that his 


ake, his character, 
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. es 3 and 4 of TAME: Dr. Inglis fays, © The 
only . tor bis extraordinary treatment, 

* far as he gan learn, is, that his name ſtands in che nit 


bs I forme aſociated Loyaliſts,“ &c.— Here the Doctor 
proves his memory to be bad, as well as his teacher; 


otherwiſe he would have © hkarned,” that the reaſons why 
he was borne upon harder than ſome of his affociates, 
were, begauſe be was a principal in the ſupp planting 
| ſcheme, the author of the letter No. II. in the 22 
of Governor Parr, and author of the Remarks, in which 
are many falfities unworthy of a chriſtian clergyman— 
tor a gbriſtian clergyrwan ſurely would ſooner run his 
head againſt the burning mountains, than aſſaſſinate the 
character of Mr. Hake by malicious ipnuendoes. 

The Doctor goes gn to ſay, „ The whole of the af 
< ſaciation was nearly completed before he knew af it,” 
| ==> Whatever Teſervation the Doctor may have in this 
ſion, I a upon the credit of two witnefles 2 

in England, who are ready on a proper occaſion to 

the ſame on oath, that Five perſons formed the ſe 
of the Fifty-five ; that Dr. Inglis was ane of the Fine; : 
and that one of theſe witneſſes was invited by Dr. Inglis 
to be one of ten, the number ' propoſed in the Becter 
ſebeme; that, whillt, he was conſidetin of the fame, the 
party was encteaſed to above 30: that refuſed to have 
an) Mare in the plan, and aſſigned to Dr. Loglis his reaſon 
bor it. viz. Becauſe the allotment of fo Jarge a quantity of 
land in the proportion of 5000 acres to one-man, would 
prove: deſtructive to the Province of Nova- Scotia, and in- 
Jutious to the Loyaliſts in 2 gs the Doctor ſaid, 
bat, after he had ſketched the letter N o. H. in Vindication 
and got it copied, he did nor tign it till many others had 

done ſo, he would have come nearer the naked truth. 

<« 'The grant then i Few, the Doctor does not, nol h 
« did he at the time, raden as a thing of muci © 

* conſequence ;: he is perfectly indifferent, o far as i 


* concerns himſelf, about the faccely,” he, « and ſub C 
_ * mits his conduct in tharaffair to {his own) Rem ks," a 
lle 


4 * 
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* * Ce 
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Here the Doctor draws a long bow. After manly in- 
trigves at New-York, and ſending many aperits 
vey the Rs in Nova-Scotia, and writing a pactiph 


here in I, containing 52 to extoF him 
ſell and , at the expence' of Governor Parr, 
_ Coon Met Hake: Hardy, and 200 e fix hun- 


iſts than himſelf, he gegereufy ges un 


= grant wrote 275,000 acres, fo far 28 reſpects hnnſelf— 


lagks has faid” in his Remarks upon 
Governor Pom.. And what does che Doctor ſay in Wis 


Rematks 7-—N >. ſhort of this, viz the Fifg-five 
vernor Parr and his CountciF have 
juftißed. 3 
his claim! awd is muck 
more ſafe in this chriſtian refignation that in any other 


have done right; 
done wrong, fatfiied their words, and eannot be 
ia, the Doctor 


part of his Defence. 
Page 4, 


“ entertains no perſonal 
5 reſpects hum for his Commiſſion, amd, if be were in bis 
+ jundietion, he would think it his duty to make others 


e reſpect him, and to ſupport his authority to the utmoſt 


of his power. Here the Doctor * wipes his mouth, 
« and faith; I have done no wickedneſs,” —— We 
read, * The earth is diſquieted when à ſervarit reigneth, 


« and when à fool is filled with meat. Page 34 of | 


the Remarks, the Doctor fays, © The affociators . 
« been hardly uſed” by Governor Part. 
© o Candour ittekf cannot 
„ confiftency,”- 
« ſolemn ptomiſe. = The 
provſs how much the Doctor would make othets te- 


Governor Parr of in- 


« ſpe&*® Governor Parr, and how active the Doctor 
has been, and how ready he ſtil} is, to diffuſe a ſpirit of 
“ loyalty in Nova Scotia. Should any ene want further 


proofs that the Doctor entertuins no perſonal enmity againſt 


Governor Parr, let him read the Doctor's three invidious. 
MLL leder in his Remarks, Peer 44 to e 3 
895 1225 


0 fr. 
let 


that is the verdict of the public is reſtticted to what Dr 
the Vindication et 


> 
4 ” 
rere 2 ns mea 


Defence. Tbe Doctor adds; « He never con- 
© fidered himſelf as injured by Govertiot Part ; that hi 
enmity towards him ; that he - 


age 35. 


—Page 36. Governot Parr . violated his? 
bere cited are clear 
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page 4 of the Doctor's Defence, he writes, et Vague 
e and general calumny, with which this malignant 
& pamphlet abounds,” [ meaning the Reply to the 
Doctor's Remarks on the Vindication of Governor Parr, | 
4 geither requires nor will admit of a particular anſwer,” 
— The Doctor ſurely means to eſtabliſh a new doctrine, 
viz. that truth is calumny, and wr gre 1s any thing 
that is ſaid or done in oppoſition to the views of the late 
accidental rector of New-York. It becomes Jobn Viator 
to tell Dr. Inglis, that there is nothing charged upon 
any perſon in the Reply, which is not eſſentially true; 
and that Dr. Inglis has not done much honour to the cauſe 
of himſelf and Fifty- five, either in his Remarks or in his 
Defence of his oton Cbarader. Every article in the 
Doctor's Kemarks, which was held up as important in the 
diſpute, is noticed and fully anſwered. in the Reply. The 
Doctor muſt have diſcovered Viator's arguments and 

_ proofs to be unanſwerable, and for that reaſon only gave 
up the cauſe. of his moſt reſpectable band of land- jobbers 
to defend himſelf againſt ** calumny, libels, malignant 
* pamphlets, aſſaſſins, and I know not what elſe.— 
Let us now fee how the Doctor has defended himſelf; 
I hope he has done it better than he defendedithe royal 
cauſe while at New-York. e 70 
P. 5. The Doctor denies what- Viator chatged him 

with. So far was he { the Doctor] from dragging or 
* ſummoning the poor Loyaliſts before Alderman Wad- 


5 dell, or any other magiſtrate, for ſurplice fees, that he 


gave poſitive and repeated orders to his ſexton not to 
«6 proſecute for fees of any kind; and not only ſo, but 
« he directed him, that thoſe who pleaded poverty on 
« ſuch occaſions ſhould: be ſent to him; and he ſolemnly 
<« declares that none, whether inhabitants, - refugees, 
* ſailors or ſoldiers, ever applied to him for à renuffion 
« of the ſurplice fees, without reeeiving a diſcharge ; 
< nay, beſides remitting their debts, he often contributed 
money for the relief of thoſe very perſons.”  - The 

Doctor goes on with his tale: ** And as it was paſſible that 
the ſexton might in ſome inſtances have * 


5 U - % } . 


8 1 
e 8 B > there was no cy to pee * 


Dr. Inglis thought. proper to call upon Mr. Waddell, 
« who voluntarily gave che following certificate: 8 


„ eren Wenne Certificate. 


\ * 
. = 


l ſh A Fe having been lately publiſhed in 1 


6% Sity, hücded, A Repiy to Remarks on a late pampblet 
intitle a e Gobernor Parr and his Council, 
* 29. and containing ſeveral reflections on the character 


of the Rev. Dr. Charles Inglis, late Rector of New- 


% Fork, particularly in page 46, where it is faid, the 
% Doctor was fo gripibg as to drag before Alderman 
« Waddell poor ſoyal women and men for his ſurplice 
« fees; and be it remembered, that the Rev. Mr. Joha 
« Sayre, with a large family, and a chaplaincy to — 
« port them, Paid — ſhillings currency to deliver a poor 
% woman from an atreſt, and the power of aur new 


Rector, ſhe not having wherewithal to pay for her 


&« child's graye but by her labour In juſtice therefore to 
6 the above Dr. ien, whom I have known for eigh- 


teen years paſt, I do hereby. certify aud declare, that 


« F know nothing of tbe. above alledged facts — that Dr. 
«© Inglis never did drag or ſummon any men or women 


« whatever befote me at New - Vork for the payment of 


« his ſurplice · fees; that, although the /extons of ihe Eng- 


1 and Dutch churches did /ometimes complain to me, 


*« that, people were backward. in paying their fees for 


« Zurials in their opens churches, as many people, 


« taking advantage of the times, refuſed to pay tneir 
fuß 455 16, even N they were able, yet 1 never un- 
8 Arnd that the ſexton of the Engliſh church a 
& in this by order of Dr. Inglis, nor were any compulſory - 
« methods uſed by me ta enforce the payment of the 
ce ahove claims, nor dg I know they were ever paid ; 
„ and as to What is alled 


40 1 faw it in the 8 
1 eircumſtances to which I Was privy.at ee 4 * 
Wee eee 


w» 
. 


a 4 


ged concerning the Rev. Mr. 
* Sayre, 1 declare, I neter heard or , knew. of it, be- 


* 


18 ] 
© other above 2 a -ainſt Dr. Toglis, are Wehr 


$a iii 


ve groundleſs. ee 
en, „ Wr Wappzue” 
November 16, 1784.” +. th 


In addition to the above en the Doctor thus 
bears witneſs of himſelf: © In reſpect to the Rev. Mr. Sayre, 
de he avers with Mr. Waddell, that he never heard or 
7 knew any thing of the caſe. above ſtated, till it a 
. peared i in the pamphlet; and ( that the ſtory, fo 

« as it related to the Rector, confuted itſelf, - [becauſe 
« he had no fees for graves except thoſe in the chancel; 
* nor any other fees, unleſs the burial office was read. wo 


The whole matter here advanced py the Doctor 18, TTY 
denial of the charge; to which he ads,” « that" he had 
& no fees, unleſs the burial office, was read.” This cir- 
cumſtance was well known before the B e de it; 
and nothing had been' ſaid about it in the Reply 

the Doctor has metitioned 1 it, I chink proper to * 
that the Doctor, for fear of loſing his fees, n 
kept his curate, or ſotne refugee Wer, preparec | my 
ready to tead the butial-ſervice over the poor, and. 

felf to read it over the rich, for the ſake” 'of a ſcarf, zores, 
and other valuable preſents, 1 am no caſuiſs, like nn 
Doctor, who quibbles upon the words farplice fees, 1 
meant by” that expreſſion the general charge for the 
grave, bel, ſexton, clerk, ſweeper, and parſon; and the 
reaſon of my appropriating this to the Doctor wWäs, be- 
cauſe the ſuits were commenced for the fees of the 
rector, corporation, ſexton, &c. &c, as a commöòn cauſe, 
There are ſeveral inftarices on'record of the corporation 
giving up their fees; but there is no one inſtance'on re- 
cord that Dr. Inglis ever remitted his fees on account 
either of poverty or friendſhip, But the certificate of 
Alderman Waddell ſeems de to be worthy of attention 
here: Dr. Inglis's own word is of little 9 + With 
thoſe who have read his Jeſuitical miſrepreſchtations' in 
his Remarks on "the Vindication! of Governor Parr, —In | 


this vertificate,” then, which Dr, Ioglis ſays ays was. Eien | 


thirdly, 


 tificate i in its fu ull ftrength, the ſubſtance of which is, 1 


4 
| 
L 
\ 
L 
} 
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f is 1 
vol 2 Ir ily, the Al erman affrms as follows: : firſt, . ce ct 
know nothing of the. above alledged facts" —ſccondly, - 
57 87 „ ſexton, did ſometimęs complain to me that 


6 peop were backward in paying their fees for burials” 


« fuled to pay their juſt debts” bly. „ never 
66 underftt od that os 755 of the Engliſh Church acted 
«in this by order of Dr. Inglis'”— fbly, * nor were 


« any compulſory methods uſed. by me to enforce the 


payment of the above claims, nor do I know they 
« were ever paid” —fixthly, as to what is alledged con- 
cc cerning the Rev. Mr. Kar yre, I declare, I never heard 


| tc or knew of it ſeventh] 2 bs from ſeyeral circum- 


Aare ally oundleſs.” Here is Mr. Wed {x W 


«© . „„ 


| Inglis” 8 Church ſometimes complained. to me. but 1 never 


underſtood it was by Dr. Inglis's order; and 1 believe 
Dr. Inglis | to bei innocent of the char ges. Reduce this curi- 
ous certificate once more, and its whole virus will appear | in 
half a dozen words I know nothin about the facts,” 
As to Mr. Waddell's belief of Dr. dug lis's innocence, 
he may retain it, in oppoſition to that . every one elſe, as 
long. as he pleaſes ; ; but it would have been more to the 
purpoſe of proving it, had he voluntarily told the reader 


by whoſe order he ſuppoſed the ſexton acted, fince he ne- 
ver underſtood that he ated by the orders of Dr. Inglis. 
'In page 10 of his Defence, the Doctor ſays, he was ſo in- 


cenſed at the under ſexton for impoſing, on him about the 
character of Mrs. Plantane, that nothing prevented bis im- 
mediate diſmiſſion but compaſſion, Heng. I conclude, that 
the ſexton was an officer inthe Church, ubject to the Rec- 
tor, as he could turn him off, —Dr., Inglis, however, gives 


his ſexton a good character, affirming, that!“ there was 


no ground to o ſuſpect. | him of departing from, the Doc- 


tox Lorders; and VA < that he gave him ſitive and 
= 1 985 orders not to _ or fees © IP kind 25 » 


ple, taking advantage of the times, re- 


N 


On the other hand; Mr. Waddell Ae that the . 
| don of the Engliſh church did complain to him, that 
people were backward in paying their fees for burials.” 
It highly behoves the Doctor and Alderman to reconcile 
this difference. I beg leave to-aſk Alderman Waddell, 
whether he believes any flave in New-York was kept in 
ater ſubjection than the curate and ſexton were by Dr. 
nglis, who was a tyrant in the rectory, and a paraſite out 
of it; and, this being the caſe, whether he can believe, 
that the ſexton of the Church of New-york . dared” ever 
to bring a complaint to him for church fees, not only 
without, but contrary to the Doctor's poſitive and re- 
peated orders? Or is the Alderman as well verſed in 
quibbling as the Doctor, and does he believe the ſexton's 
complaints to have been made in behalf .of the Corpora- 
tion and Rector conjointlyꝰ Or muſt he be obliged 
to acknowledge that the complaints aroſe in common 
chit-chat- between his Worſhip and the Sexton ! —— 
But enough of the complaints, as to whatever they were, 
or in whatever manner, or by . whoſe order they were 
made :—it is of more importance to enquire into their 
conſequences, which were too notorious to be at all af- 
fected by Alderman Waddell's belief, or even his certifi- 
cate, which ſets forth that no compulſory methods were 
6 uſed by him.” I cannot ſay what idea the Alder- 
man would affix to the word compulſory; but J will relate 
facts. The ſexton complained to Mr. Waddell as a ma- 
giſtrate; and, as ſuch, Mr. Waddell iſſued out his letter 
or precept; the delinquent was ſeized or ſummoned, and 
brought before the Alderman, who threatening to ſend 
him to the Provoſt, unleſs the debt was paid, the debtor 
(ignorant of the Alderman's real power, and that the com- 
mandant of New-York would not confine any perſon in 
Jail for ſuch debt) was held in cuſtody till he found a 
friend to pay it, as in the caſe of the poor woman and 
Mr. Sayre.—This was the conſtant practice at New-York 
while Dr. Inglis was Rector there; and whether it was not 


a compulſory method in its true ſpirit and meaning, I leave 
to the public. 


t Mr. Wad- 
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Mr. Waddell declares, that “ as to what. is alledged . ' 
<« concerning the Rev. Mr. Sayre, he never heard or 
« knew of. it till he: ſaw it in the Reply.” This aſſertion is 
directly contrary to the truth, imputable to the badneſs of 
the Alderman's memory; and I pledge my veracity. to 
the public to prove, in any court of juſtice, that Alder- 


man Waddell was told of this report, and was aſked 
whether it was true, even fince his arrival in England, 


and before the Reply was printed. I will here inſert what 
will throw. great- light on the certificate of Alderman 
W.., I ĩðͤ oo 7 „ | 
Since the arrival of Alderman Waddell in London, a 
friend of Dr. Inglis, and whom he has recommended to 
be an honeſt man, a good and faithful Loyaliſt, &c. was 
informed in company of the conduct of the Doctor in re- 
gard to Mr. Sayre and the poor woman, as ſtated in the 
Keply, which this gentleman diſbelieved, and told the 
company. he would, go to Alderman Waddell, and aſk 
him about it. . Accordingly, ſeeing the Alderman ſoon 
after, he told him the ſtory, and defired to know if it was 
true. The Alderman anſwered, *©* Somebody muſt have 
© looked over my docket in my office, as I never men- 
“ tioned it to any perſon ; however,” faid the Alderman, 
te jt is true. I have often granted five, and ſometimes 
* ſix ſummonſes in a day, before the Doctor's departure 
ce from New-York, for his fees; that the Doctor, how- 


ever, never appeared in thoſe proſecutions, but his ſex- 


“ ton; that, whenever Dr. Inglis met me in the ſtreet, 
either coming from or going to Rivington's or Gaines's, 
after paſſing the uſual compliments, he always accoſted 
c me about the recovery of his money, declaring he had fo 
* much trouble with, and caught ſo many colds in ſerving 
é thoſe people, it was very hard they did not pay him: 
and then preſſed me to recover his dues.” —The Alder- 
man added, that the Doctor (or his ſexton) would have 
6“ gone ſo far as to have committed theſe poor people, had 
So eee Kut 3 but this I could not do, as my 
& ſuperiors. would have thought ſtrange of me and the 
Doctor. — The gentleman left Mr. Waddell, and _ 
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the.coinpiny where he beat the e : Toglis, Mr. 
Sayre; and the'povr wortid firſt ted, and, according to 
kis promiſe, confeſſed Bimſelf' folly convinced by the Al- 
derman, that Dr. Inglis, his old friend, was güilty of the 
charge, which was afterwards faked in che 7955 8 
Dre. Inglis ſeems to have fort} 2 vet e Bw aj 
cumſtancè of this affair, which T ffalf therefore remind 
him of, neatly in the words of the poor woman Hefſelf: 
&« I went to Dr. Inglis, with" Mr. Sayre's' complimehts 
& and the money, with ordets from Mr. Sayfe to te 
% Dr. Inglis, that Mr. Sayer had given me the, money to 
« relieve me from my diſtreſs, and did not Know bow 
„ to get a'dinher for himſelf aud family, as this was all 
e the money he had. I delivered the meffage ;*Dr. Inglis 
« rogl the deer, add (it, Mir. Se map" 06" al be 
« pleaſes with his niohey,' and'I will do, as I pleaſe with 
* mine. Then the Doctor,“ with an havghrineſs pecu- 
liar to himſelf, faid;' Woman, you now convince me, 
&« that if I had not uſcd ſeverity, I ſhould' have loft my 
© money due from you' aid others, and have been as 
„ ˙ m 3 
1 will allo refreſh the Doot's' memoty by diſcholing 
another act of his generofity to a refugee gentleman, from 
New-Jerſey, who: becattie melancholy abd almoſt fick 
with the proſpect of hunger, cold, and nakedneſs, &c. 
having exiſted upon the charity of friends too poor to 
give him further ſubſiſtance. Dr. Inglis was ſent for, and 
went. The Doctor gave him much advice about a jour- 
ney to heaven upon the wings of poverty, patience, and 
reſignation. A lady preſent told the Doctor, the gentle- 
man was more concerned about the body than the ſoul— 
that he was ſtarving for waht” of bread, The Doctor 
replied, Sir, truſt in God, as I have done, who never 


f 2 . PER 1 14. 88 8 
« has forſaken me, nor will he you, Many times I 


© have been ſo much diſtreſſed, that I Knew, not where 
* to provide bread for my fatnily's dinner; yet God raiſed 
* up ſome friend, who relieved me and mine therefore 
er . - 24 — — 44 ER N 22 0 Y'S net d 22 pe , 4 

follow my example, and von mall meer deliverance in 


1 


< the courſe of providetice,” The Döctor, * 


KR „ «XK a „ 


DDr 


pened, to be preſent, and heard all that paſſed. on 


4 


his prayers, retired with “ Sir, be gu wr wed, a 
6 * you gr. rr f OA” 1 55 ravipg ſpon 
after, and ried q 8 Prieſts believe not their own 
& beer and cbriftjanixy is nothing bur a trick.? 
lady oF the houſe, now in Englang, told him * that 
oe "foal low 125 made a ſummer—that there were pe- 
10 8 riqus wretch es in every tion of life—that the cler- 
'were nor all of one femper, nor did they. all ſuppoſe 
4 f e body Huld be ſup ede with f. ritual advicg ;? 
and begged d ſhe Fig! 85 for Pues | © ak Ry The 
0 Pp! The Mr. Sayre came, and enquired 
55 cauf le of down? The 3 
told 14 ha. his ca p 9298 5 what manger. the Rector had 
h Mf. Sayre gave him an half Johannis, 
and prot all ed to report bis caſe to the general, and pay 
hint A ſeconc Vit yould forget this anecdote, 
is'5 caſe, or do juſtice on myſelf. 

Pages x, « 9, 10, and 11, gf Dr. Inglis's aer of his 
5 be 1 i to clear himſelf of the imputa- 
tiöh & oerning Mrs. P d but has been more un- 
fofund ein Os in hi aff attemp concernin the 


oor woman. Ee 1 117 as 5 ws: © Now 
«the ſtory whic is libe 25 miſrepreſented, 
« perverted. for the purpo eck kene an envied 2 
6 rater, Was real this: ; Pr ae year 1780, as nearly as 
« can be recolle ed, the ctox of New-York was ſent 
cc for to 'viit.a 2 tick. woman, 8 5 appeared to be of the 
ce lower claſs, and whoſe name and charafter were then 
600 a own ta him. He viſued. ber twice, and ſhe beha- 
* ved AF NES. but was extremely ignorant. 
6 Wien 2 was Preparing to viſit. het a third time, one 
te of the 'under-ſextons came and informed him that the 
60 worn was dead, and that her huſband, was defirqus 
te that the ſhould be buried, i in the chancel. The ſexton 
&« did not then mention her name, but deſcribed her by 
c the h ouſe in which ſhe had lived he Rev. Dr. 
5 Seabury, a clergyman of. reſpectable character, hap- 


#.the eration ; 3.2 circumſtance which this reviler was 
| a « probably 
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Leid woman in the chancel, or cllewhere 


Ch ROE LI A 
cc probably not aware of.—The Rector told the ſex. 
«© ton in reply, that none but people of diſtinction were 


 *« buried in the chancel, and, conſequently, ibat the regueſt 


& could not be granted. The objection was to her rank, 
ec and not to her character, which was not known to 
© him. On the ſexton's repeatedly urging the anxiety 
ee of the huſband to have the body of the deceaſed buried 
'« in ſome part of the church, the Rector at length con- 


* ſented, that ſhe might be interred in one of the ailes. 


ec People of inferior rank had ſometimes been buried in 


© the church at New-York ; where it was the eſtabliſh- 


t ed cuſtom, as hath been intimated before, that the 
<« fees for interments in the chancel only went to the 


* Rector; but in any other part of the church, or in 


ce the church-yard, to the Corporation; conſequently, 
« by excluding her from the chancel, the Rector exclud- 
d bimſelf from a fee of five pounds. The woman was 
ce accordingly buried, without any conſciouſneſs on the 
« part of the Rector of acting amiſs—indeed, he ſaw 
nothing that could lead to ſuſpicion, as the wo- 
< man was married, was advanced in years, and ever 
<« wore the appearance of decency in her houſe, at the 
& times when he viſited her. A few days after, one of 
« the church-wardens and a number of the veſtry came 
c to the Rector, and informed him that the woman in 


_ * queſtion bore a very bad charakter, and many ſerious 


« people would be diſguſted at her being buried in the 
© church. He was both ſurprized and chagrined to 
<« find that he had been thus impoſed on by the ſexton, 


s and it was agreed that a veſtry ſhould: immediately be 


% called. The veſtry met, and it was refolved, that the 
« corpſe ſhould be taken up, and interred in the church- 
* yard; which reſolve was forthwith carried into exe- 
* cution, ——The ſtory,” as here told, Dr. Inglis moſt 
© ſolemnly declares to be the truth, and the awhole truth, 
& to the beſt of his knowledge and recollection.— As to 
the inſinuation, that 1001. or any other ſum whatever, 
& was bequeathed or offered to him for radi, the afore- 

y any per. 
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« ſon, directly or indirectly, or that he ever received any 
« ſum} on that account, it is abſotutely falſe ; and he 
« might with as much juſtice e charged with baving 
« ſet fire to the dock yard in Portſmouth.” The 
« woman herſelf was married, and had it not in ber 
power to bequeath a legacy. "Che only perſon who 
« ſpoke to him about her interment wos be under ſexton, - 
« and he would not have d4ared to make any ſuch pro- 
poſal. If the huſband had given him a ſum of mo- 
« ney for burying his wife in the chancel, or in any 


other part of the church, be would not bave failed to 
expoſe the Rector's character, who took the lead in 
this buſineſs - yet he did not; nor can it be preten- 
ded that he did this, although he was much enra- 


ged at the removal of the corpſe. The only perſon 


who was Blameable on the occafion was the uner- 


ſexton. He knew the chara#er of the woman, and the 


Rector was ſo incenſed at him for ſuppreſſing it, that 
nothing prevented his immediately ſurning bim off, 


but compaſſion for his family,” &c,——How it hap- 
pened that the Rector was not acquainted with the cha- 


rafter of this woman, remains to be accounted for; 
and he conceives nothing further is neceſſary for 
this, than to give, as in 1he former inStances, a 
plain detail of facts. His pariſh was very large; — 
it included the whole city and ifland of New-York : | 
the inhabitants were eſtimated at about 30,000, and, 
as nearly as he could judge, his communicants 
amounted to between goo and 1000. There were 
many hundreds in his pariſh of whom he knew little 
or nothing; as is generally the cafe of all Rectors 


who have pariſhes equally populous, It need not 


therefore be wondered that he did not know the cha- 
racter of this woman, eſpecially as be bad no turn for 
enquiring into the ſecret biſtory and anecdotes either 


of families or individuals. His inclinations led him 
te 
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ec careful to employ to better purpoſe; and ſurely none 
<« ſhould think the worſe of him, becauſe be was not ac- 
* qyainted with women of bad fame, &c. &c. 
My obſervations on this quotation, which I have laid 
thus at length and without interruption before the pub- 
lic, to avoid the charge of milrepreſentation, {hall be as 


ſhort and pertinent as poſſible. 
Page 8. The Doctor affirms Viator perverted the 


truth, . for the purpoſe of blackening an envied cha- 


* rafer.”—All the anſwer neceſſary to this charge i is, 
Jnvidia altiſſimis adbæret, minime viliſimis. 

In the ſame page, the Doctor ſays, “when he was 
preparing to viſit her {| Mrs. Plantane] a third time, 
* one of the under-ſextons came and informed him that 
6 the woman was dead, and that her huſband was defi- 
© rous that ſhe ſhould be buried i in the chancel. 'The 
e ſexton did not then mention her name, but deſcribed 


her by the houſe in which ſhe had lived.” It is not 
eaſy to find out what the Doctor means by the above 


narration— this may ſerve as a key to open the myſtery. 
The woman was by profeſſion a Roman Catholic, and 
one of the Doctor's country-men, which rendered ne- 
ceſſary his preparation to viſit her a third time; but 
whether the Doctor was preparing to perform extreme 
unction, or the proceſſion of the hoſt, at his third viſit, 


we are not told, We are told the woman was dead 1 


fore the third viſit; that her houſe was deſcribed; 


that her name was not mentioned by the under ſexton; 
that her huſband defired the corpſe might be buried in 


the chancel, and the Rector replied, “ None but prope 
6 of. diſtinction were buried in the CHANCEL.” 


prove this narrative, the Doctor ſays, * The Rev. Dr. 


<< Seabury, a clergyman of reſpectable character, hap 


pened to be preſent, and heard all that paſſed on the 


« occafion” [thatis, ſo much of the dialogue as is above 
mentioned between the Rector and the under. ſexton]; 


= a circumſtance which this, reviler was probably. not 


** {aro of.? This reviler being now aware of it, ſees 
», 5 466 Ui no 


9. „e e 


12 1 . 

no argument in it ad us to the Rector. Why 
was her name not mentioned? Probably, Becauſe Dr. 
Seabury was preſent, and would have prevented her bu - 
rial, either in the chancel or the church, and then the 
Rector eould not have kept the preſent of 100l. without 
a ſquabble with her huſband. The Rector continues 
bis ow ſtory in a Jeſuitical manner, as if Dr. Seabury 
was (till, preſent: On the ſexton's repeatediy urging 
« the anxiety of the huſband to have the hody of the 
« deceaſed buried in ſome part of the church, the Rec- 
« tor at /engib conſented. that ſhe might be interred in 
« one: of the ailes.“ But the importunity of the ſexton, 
and the Rector's conſent, happened, if at all, after Dr, 
Seabury was gone.—lrt. ſeems the importunity of the 
ſexton in behalf of a dead woman bad more influence 
with the Rector than the importunity of the Rev. Mr, 
Sayre in behalf of a living woman. There muſt have 
been ſome cauſe for this conduet in the Rector, and that 


cauſe was the preſent on one hand, and the loſs of fees on 


the other. ien n „ 25 09 97:1 7 

Page 9. The Doctor ſays, that twice he viſited a ſick 
woman of the lower claſs, whoſe name and character 
were then unknown to him — that ſhe behaved with de- 
cency; and while he was preparing to make her a third 
viſit, the ſexton brought him news of her death, deſcrib- 
ing her by the houſe, not by her name that her 
huſband deſired the corpſe might be interred in the 
chancel that the Doctor objected to her rank, and 
not to her character, but finally conſented that the corpſe 
might be interred in one of the ailes—and that he loſt 
five pounds by refuſing the chancel. 

This account is either not true, or the Doctor was ve- 
ry ignorant of, 2nd remiſs in his duty; for no clergy- 
man, before or ſince, eyer once or twice viſited a ſick 
perſon at the point of death, without Knowing his or 
her name. There is ſomething very remarkable in this 
flory, This nameleſs woman was as well known at 
New-York, as the full moon is known in London: ſhe 
? 8 * lived 
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tived almoſt oppoſite Dr. 2 houſe, on the 
holy ground at the corner of the yard of King's Col- 
lege; kept a public < houſe, and ſo many beautiful 
young women, that ſhe obtained the name of Mos ber. 
About the year 1771, the Rev. Dr. Cooper, Preſident 
of the College, came to England, and left Dr. Inglis 
his Locum Tenens, who was ſo alarmed at the tempta- 
tions in the houſe of this very woman, that he, in con- 
junction with the Corporation, complained ef her to the 


__ jury, as a nuiſance to the college and the city, in 
ee ping a diſorderly houſe, I recollect five of the grand 
jury, v1z. R.Cambridee Livingſton, Edward Laight, ki. 
chard Sharpe, John Weatherhead; and Samuel Hake; 
the two laſt of which gentlemen now reſide in London. 
Dr. Inglis could not croſs the threſhold of his door, 
nor go to the college or the fields; without ſeeing or 
hearing this woman and her company. The Doctor 
Was curate ten years, and Rector ſix or ſeven at Neu- 
York, This woman was a ſecond time complained of 
to the grand jury, by the Corporation, of which Dr. 
Inglis was a member, and who, with Edward Laight, 
were Zealous to have the woman removed, with all her 
rniture, which was neat and elegant. This ſaid wo- 
man had moſt ſincerely hated Dr. Inglis for many 
years, for which reaſon, when ſhe perceived her diſſolu- 
tion drawing near, ſhe ſent for him to make her peace 
with him, to aſk his prayers and ſpiritual advice in her 
hours of diſtreſs. She was not poor, but had a purſe 
of her own ; and it appeared, to the ſatisfaction of the 
veſtry, that a douceur had been given by the woman 
to Dr. Inglis, on a reconciliation taking place, which 
ſecured her an interment in the church. Upon this 
Principle it was that the veſtry acted in ordering the 
corpſe to be removed; they cenſuſed the Rector, and 
voted that he ſhould attend and ſee the corpſe remo- 
ved to the church-yard; which order the Doctor obey- 
ed. I he veſtry did not cenſure the ſexton, nor the un- 
der. ſexton, nor any one of the under-ſextuns, The cn 
LS he... - band 


_ ceaſed, 


4 0 1 


band of the woman was greatly <«<enraged” at the weſtry 
for moving 


the dead, which was verily repugnant to law 
and decency; but he could not blame the Reftor, who 
acted by compulſion in the removal, and pitied him for 
not acting ſo n retaining the douceur given by the de- 
The douceur was 1001. as Capt. Seabury, one 
of the veſtry, reported to ſeyeral people now in England: 


but of this, and ſeveral other particulars, I expect am- 


ple proof, by next ſpring, from New-York and Nova - 
Scotia: ' However, from what has been ſaid, it appears, 
that Dr. Inglis as perfectly knew the ſaid woman, as he 

did the Governor or Mayor of New. Vork, both in name 


and character, for fourteen years before he buried her. 


The Doctor, proceeding in his exculpation, alledges, 
c that one of the:church-wardens, and a number of the 
« veſtry, told him,“ after the funeral, . that the woman 
« bore a very bad character,“ at which the Doctor 
ſays, “ he was ſurpriſed and chagrined, finding his ſex- 
ton had impoſed on him.“ The Doctor was enraged 
at the ſexton, as he ſays, who knew the character of the 
deceaſed, and ſuppreſſed it, and therefore would have 


him believed to be the only perſon blameable in the 


matter. If it appears the Doctor knew her character 
and name for many years as well as the ſexton did 
(which every perſon from New-York believes, that 


knows his right hand from the left), Dr. Inglis muſt 
not think it hard, if the public lay the whole blame on 
him, and not on the under-ſexton. The Doctor ſays he 
took the lead” in removing the corpſe. What can. 
the Doctor mean by this aſſertion? The fact is, the 
veſtry met upon the buſineſs, cenſured the Rector's con- 
duct, and ordered him to take up the corpſe and inter 
it in the church-yard. The Doctor obeyed, as hath 
been already mentioned; and if that was taking the lead, 
we for once agree. 85 | 
Page 16. As to the inſinuation, that 1ool. or 


% any other ſum whatever, was bequeathed or offered 


to him for burying the © aforeſaid woman in the 


* chancel 


6309 
« chancel or elſewhere, by any perfon;! directly or in- 
* directly, or that he ever feceived any ſumo» that 
& Account; it is abſolutely falſe, and he might with as 
much juſtice be charged with having fer. fire to the 
«< dock- yard in Portſmonth. The woman herſelf was 
« married, and had it not in ber-power to bequeath @ le- 
« gacy. The only perſon who ſpoke to him about. her 
&© znterment was the under-ſexion; and he would not 
c, have dared to make any ſuch propoſal.” | 
This evaſive delaration of Dr, Inghs was palmed on 
his readers with-St. Omer's art and cunning, in anſwer 
to the anecdote in the Reply, page 46, viz. A certain 
“ prieſt had a legacy of 100l. lite b him by a bad woman, 
« on condition the prieſt buried her body in the chancel : 
« the prieſt, looking for his gain from that quarter, bu- 
« ried the corpſe, and obtained the rool.; afterwards, to 
« ſatisfy che veſlry and the congregation, he went and 
ce removed the corpſe to the church-yard, aud kept his 
legacy, becauſe he had n with the condition | 
* of be will. 1.5% 
The inference len the anecdote and Dr. s 
negation is, the caſe of Mrs. Plantane and the — 
agrees not with the anecdote; and the difference lies in 
words more than in meaning. In the anecdote, the words 
legacy and condition are uſed, as the Doctor thinks, very 
improperly, if the anecdote was deſigned for him and 
Mrs. Plantane. Here the Doctor may be right if fo 
TI will change the words, and write the anecdote thus: 
A certain prieſt received a preſent of 1001. from a 
bad woman on her death-bed : the preſen/ was an in- 
direct, if not a direct mode to gain favour {from the 
© the prieſt, who had been long offended with the fick 
ce woman), whether ſhe lived or died. The woman died, 
and the prieft buried her in the church, and the only 
e perſon who ſpoke to him about her interment was the 
+ under-ſexton. The veſtry were offended, and ordered 
the prieſt to remove the corpſe into the church. yard; 
* but the prieſt kept the preſent of 1001, becauſe he had 
5 com- 


. 32, 
cc 3 with * wiſh of the deceaſed, as far as ci | 
5 cumſtauces and the veſtry would permit.” 

"The &rength'of tbe Doctor's negation depends or on 
words and art. I will reduce it to propoſitions; and, 
4ſt. © No ſam. whatever was bequeasbed- or offered to 
« him for burzing the aforeſaid woman in the chancel, 
cor elſewhere.” —20ly, * He never received any ſum on 
ce that account.” —3dly, The charge as worded 1 in a 

anecdote, is abſolutely falſe.” _ | 

Let us now ſee wherein its falſity. kids. 

Iſt.“ The waman herſelf was married, and had it nat 
% in ber power to begueath a legacy.” 

2d. The only perſon who ſpoke to him about her 
cc interment was the under. ſexton, and he would not have 
& Jared to make any ſuch propoſal. 

This ſecond proof is preſumptive, and weighs nothing 
among people .acquainted with the Doctor's eager appe- 
tite for money, and the veſtry acted accordingly. 
The firſt proof is much to the point, if © the woman 
„ herſelf was married, and bad it not in her power” to 
offer or give a ſum of money, or © Begueath a legacy.” 
But did the Doctor ever ſee à record of her marriage? 
Does not the Doctor know that many married women 
legally make wills and leave legacies? And does not 
the Doctor know, from fourteen years acquainta 
with the houſe, name, and character, of the ſaid deceaſed 
woman, that ſhe kept the purſe, and that her ſuppoſed 
huſband was but ſecond in eommand ? Should the 
Doctor anſwer this laſt queſtion with his ſolema No, 
and ſhould he produce the worſhipful Alderman, to 
.certify his voluntary belief af it, no perſon acquainted 
with New-York. could believe the one or the other. 
Even Moſes and the Prophets are neceſſary to convince _ 
people that Dr. Inglis did not know Mother Plantane 
till the day of ty reſurrection— for ſhe was his country- 
man. — The Rector proſecuted her by the name of Plan- 
tane, but viſited her twice, received a preſent, and buried 
her vie 3 name; finally, at his On expence raiſed 


her 
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her from her grave, in obedience to à vote of the veſtry, 


by the name of Mother Plantane No doubt but Pro- 


ability will die with the late Rector of New-York. 


Reduce the Doctor's negation once more, and It 
amounts to this, viz. No ſum whatever was beguratbed or 


offered to him for burying the woman, nor did he ever 
receive any ſum on that account. 
letter may he true, but in ſpirit ““ abſolutely falſe.” — 


This aſſertion in the 


The reſult of the whole matter is, the Doctor has not 
denied, but implicitly owned, that he had received a fum 


of money” of Mrs. Plantane, though it was not received 


for the expreſs purpoſe and on account of burying her 
corpſe in the chancel. It remains for the Doctor to ſhew 
for what purpoſe he did receive the preſent, fince he ſays 


it was not on © account of burying her in the chancel, 


or elſewhere.” —It is evident the veſtry and people of 
New-York looked on the Rector as the ſole author of 


- burying the corpſe in the church in conſideration of the 


preſent, for which "reaſon they put him to the ex- 
pence of removing it. The epigrams publiſhed on this 
occafion cenſured the Rector for ſuffering Gold to be his 
God, and the Veſtry to be his Rubric. _ 

The Doctor, in his next Defence, is deſired to bw 
cauſe, why he buried a woman in the church for whom 
he had no regard, and whoſe name and character were 
unknown to him. The Doctor is alſo deſired to explain 
his ideas of rank in New-York, and to aſſign a reaſon 


for refuſing the chancel to the woman © on account of 


her rank,” ſince, ignorant as he pretends to be of her 
name and character, he. could only judge of that from 
the appearance of her houſe, which he acknowledges he 
twice had entered to viſit her when fick, and which, both 
in itſelf and furniture, I venture to affirm, was worthy of 


the reſidence of either the Rector or an Alderman of 


New - York, —Otherwiſe ſome people will adopt tho 


| words of Seneca, mentitur et conſuttudinis cauſd. 


Ads to the cauſe aſſigned by the Doctor for his igne 


rance of the character of Mrs. Plantane, 1 notice: it, = 
A e 


= * em e 


„„ . 

he ſhould repeat it to his own ſhame. He ſays, his 
& pariſh: was large, and included the whole city and 
« iſland:“ he adds, in ſuch cafes, „Hl Refors” know 
little or nothing about hundreds of their pariſhioners. 
Dr. Inglis! be aſhamed of not knowing your own 
ſheep, and aſperſing all Rectors of large pariſhes.— Indeed, 
the Doctor does ſeem to bluſh in this part of his De- 
fence, and to divert the reader's attention to another argue 
ment, worthy of eſpecial notice: *© It need not therefore 
be wondered,” ſays he, that he did not know the 
character of this woman, eſpecially as he had no turn 
« for enquiring into the ſecret hiſtory and anecdotes ei- 
„ ther of families or individuals,” &c. and“ furely none 
% ſhould think the worſe of him, becauſe he was not ac- 
« quainted with women of bad fame.” — The Doctor, 
although a rector, here ſeems to be unacquainted with 
the duty of a chriſtian clergyman. His Divine Maſter 
eat with publicans and finners—he converſed with an 


adultereſs, gave medicine to the ſick and to thoſe who - | 


wanted a phyſician, and gathered together the outcaſts, — 
If the Doctor has no turn for enquiring into the ſecret 
hiſtory and anecdotes of families or individuals, how 
comes it that we meet with the following ſcandalous 
and unfounded paſſages in his Remarks on the Vindication 
of Governor Parr? Some curious anecdotes, indeed, 
concerning Mr, Hake might be related, and, if neceſ- 
e ſary, may hereafter be laid before the public”—and . 
again, that“ he knew ſome individuals” (including Mr. 
Hake no doubt) * to be flung among the Loyaliſts, by 
* caprice, or to get rid of their debts,” &c.—and 
in page 14 of his Defence, the good Doctor intends to let 
his readers know, that Mr. Hake, or ſome other perſon 
ſuſpected to be author of the Reply to his Remarks, is 
deſcended from fanatics, rebels, or republicans, falſe ac- 
* cuſers, and aſſaſſins of characters“ 5 
Pages 11 and 12. The Doctor ſays, ** This railer inſi - 
s nuates that Dr. Inglis was deficient in attention and 
charity to the poor” —“ He can with truth aver, _ 
| O the 
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, che bread thus diſtributed ſometimes amoutite 


noutited, in 2 
* day, to nearly as much as was conſumed in his own 
% numerous family.” This aſſertion needs ſome confir. 
mation, as it has afforded much amuſement and laughter 

among ſuch as have read the Doctor's Defence, and knew 
him at New-York. It is thought the Doctor wrote this 
paſſage in haſte, and that he ſhould have ſtated that he 
_ diſtributed nearly as much bread in one year, among the 
Poor, as would have ſerved his numerous family one day. 
This declaration of Dr. Inglis enables me to report à ſup- 
poſed reaſon why his ſervants and numerous” family, 
compoſed of a wife and three children, lived on the 
king's rations. If the Doctor had added clothes to his 
| bread, the world might have ſuppoſed his charity to the 
fatherleſs and widow was the cauſe of the ſhabby ap- 
pearance of his negroes for want of them. The Doctor 
acted very imprudently in not publiſhing the Defence of his 
character but to ſuch as knew little or nothing about 

him. Now the public will ſee the propriety of the 

Doctor's accepting three times fifty pounds given in cha- 
rity by the people of England to the perſecuted, ſuffering 


clergy in America! 


Dr. Charles Inglis ſeems to deny the aſſertion in the 
Reply concerning his annual income; which is there eſ- 
timated at 12 of 1400l. and ſays his profeſſional. loſs” 
did not amount to one third of it. If the Doctor means 
by his profeſſional loſs, the loſs of the rectory only, he may 
be right pro tanto; but it was his ole annual income 
which Viator placed to his account in the Reply, and that 
was by no means exaggerated, as will appear from the 
following ſtatement; which alſo exhibits a ſketch of the 
Doctor's ſuppoſed gains during the rebellion. 
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fir. Perquiſites m the Navy, Army, and Re- | 
fügees, at a medium, but eought to be hey 
1 3 —— — 22 5 O 


0 
n allowance from Lord North, „ 200 0 © 
2 allowed by the General, worth 100 © © 
f e of a man of war — 159-0 © 
A ditto” of the 1ſt battalion of Jerſey Vo- 


lunteers —— 715 0 0 
A ditto of Fort George — — 150 .0. © 
Contingent chaplaincies of men of war, 5 

(more or leſs,) — — 150 00 © 


Total per ann. 157 5 8 
The Doctor pd the 8 fix ou. 8 


8 2 = 


9450 9 
Charity as a ſuffering American clergyman 1 30 © 


A preſent from the veſtry of zool. ſuppoſed 
* — 168 15 oF 


* 


* 


9768 15 9 
DeduCt *s Doctor's income as curate, be- 
ing 2001. per ann. which for fix years 
would be 1200l.— thought to be equal 
to the expenditure in the Do's fa 's family 
during the war — 1200 0 Q 


— 
— 


Clear gain to Dr. Inglis by the events of 
war, * errors excepted, — — 8 oi I 5 0 


poſſibly there may be ſome wifling errors in chis ſtatement, 
but ſeveral of the Doctor's friends think it moderate; which will 
excuſe any little inaccuracy diſcoverable at preſent, ak expect to be 
enabled to ſtate the Doctor's income from March, 1777, with un- 
queſtionable preciſion and a in my next, 
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Behold here the Reverend Doctor, who hates  repuh. 


| licans, and thoſe of ** a levelling diſpoſition ; * and od 


as primus of the priores of America, deems others to be 
the poſteriores Could the waters of Jordan or the 
Chanon waſh away thy duplicity, the hardneſs of thy hear, 
thy avidity and inſolence, I would have paſſed thee in 
filence, and have left thee in ſome ſalvable port.—Noy 


go thy way and fin no more; that the ie frame of thy nated. 


neſs may not appear. 


Thus lived this Reverend Doctor, in the midſt of the 
royal army, far from perſecution, and at the receipt of 
cuſtom, which brought into his benevolent and charitable 


Hands, from the gentlemen of the navy, army, and 


among the American refugees, for funerals and chriſten 
ings, &c. &c. annually half as "much as what the Docta 
arifully ſtyles his profeſſ onal loſſes given in by him to 
< the Commiſſioners”—while other cler ymen, really per 
ſecuted, impriſoned, and deprived of their churches and 
Private property. received gol. and under, and ſome no 


thing at all. —Henceforth no ane can doubt, but that the 
Dockor © made it his conſtant buſineſs and practice to 


* find out and relieve the diſtreſſed.” Since the Docta 
conſented to rob Peter in favour of Paul, we may fup 
poſe he bought the bread alluded to with the 1 ol. 
charity, Still this conduct appears to reſemble tha 
of the cobler, who' ſtole leather to make ſhoes for God' 
fake—and was hanged for it. The tears of the mul 


' ** titudes of poor” on account of his departure from 


New-York, were not vifible to any perſon beſides the 
Dodtor==ihe Doctor therefore muſt have ſeen a viſion, of 
been in a trance. 

In page 13, I find one miracle ſet down.“ When' 
the Doctor was © leaving NewYork, his veſtry, unſolicitt, 
te made him a preſent of Zool. both as a teſtimony of 


e perſonal eſtiem, and from a ſenſe that his circumſtar- 


tt ces were low. —I can eaſily believe the veſtry gave the 


Poctor zool. but that the preſent was made without 
the 


/ 


T 1 


e ſent home 


good conſcience he received the ſame. 
In the fame page the Doctor ſays, * The Reply con- 
* tained many injurious and unmerited reflections againſt 


dis abilities, principles, parentage, and family; and 
6 that he has made no oftentatious pretences to abi- 
ce lities and literature,” &c. &c. The reflections on“ his 
* parentage and family” are not to be found in the 
pampblet alluded to; the Doctor muſt therefore, by his 
uſual cunning, have lugged in this charge, in order to give 
an account thereof; or he muſt have ſeen the words in the 
viſion wherein he beheld “ the tears of the multitudes of | 
poor.“ The author of the Reply never heard Dr. Inglis | 
had a papa or grand- papa, till the Doctor revealed it; and 
now knows not whether they lived in Tartary, Europe, 
or America; nor does he care whether Dr. Inglis is filius 
ignis vel terre, vel nepos Veneris : his anceſtors may be | 
Noah, Daniel, and Job, if the Doctor pleaſes Viator 


would only remind the Doctor, that many pious fathers 


have had wicked ſons ; and that Sir John Herringdon tells 
us, that a ſon of an Archbiſhop of Canterbury was hanged} 


for a robbery committed on St. Luke's day. 


What was ſaid in the Reply about the Doctor's litera+} 


ture, was faid only with this view, to convince the Doctor 


fince he himſelf was only a dubbed Doctor. 


As to the Doctor's principles, he ſays, Page 14, “ that 

* he holds none, civil or religious, that he | 
#5 to own, or unable to defend.” —I really know not what 
principles the Doctor does now hold: I cenſured yy 3 
: | | : | | | ac . "oy 


is aſhamed: 


the Doctor's ſolicitation depends only on his affertion ; and 
as the Doctor, in the height of his proſperity, was a 
quotidian beggar, and conſtantly pleading his extreme 
poverty, although on every opportunity 
money to his agent to purchaſe ſtock, &c. &c. 1 
hope the Doctor will, in his next Defence, prove the 
aſſertion, and likewiſe inform the public how with a 


| 


| 


that he ought not to have been ſo liberal and ready, in his- 


Remarks on the Vindicationof Gov. Parr, to call in queſtion} | 
the title of Eſquire given to Mr. Hake and Mr. Hardy,“ 


— — 
* 
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| % example without perjury and treaſon ; but if 


Cc 38 ) 
had formerly held in his farewel ſermon, . and at other 
times. Will the Doctor Juſtify his conduct as a Joyal 


| ſubject from 1774 till General Howe took New-York ? 


Will che Doctor ſay he did not open his church in obedi- 
ence to the orders of Congreſs, and omit the prayers for 
the King, and ſubſtitute in their ſtead nearly theſe words, 
And may the Lord be graciouſly pleaſed to give wil- 
. * dom, reſolution, and ſucceſs, to Congrels in their un- 

< dertakings ?” Did the Doctor not write and urge the 


| Rev. Mr. Babcock to follow his. ſteps, and the ſteps of 
| the clergy at Philadelphia? Did not Mr. Babcock reply, 


How does Mr, Seabury conduct bimſelf in this im- 
« portant matter? Till I know, I cannot follow your 

4 
% Seabury adopts your meaſures, I. muſt ſuſpect my own 
e judgment and conſcience,” &c. &c. Were not Dr. 
Seabury and Mr. Babcock carried priſoners by the rebels 


into Connecticut, where Babcack periſhed in a jail for not 
following Doctor Inglis's example? Did not Dr. Inglis 
| keep open, with the aſſiſtance of the other clergy of the 
city of New-York, the churches in obedience to Congreſs, 
till the royal army arrived? And did not Dr. Inglis 
move off with his family and goods for fear of the royal 
army coming, leaving the churches with the Rev. Mr. 


that gentleman, ? 


- * 


. 


I will conclude with a few general obſervations. The 
DoQtor has demurred on the controverſy about lands, begun 
by himſelf or che Fifty- five againſt the whole body of Loy- 
aliſts; and, lawyer like, has put the iſſue on a ſpecial 
| Plea, viz. his moral, charitable, and invulnerable cha- 
racter, and Viator has cloſed upon the fadum, Now, 
if it appears, from what has been ſaid, that Dr. Inglis 
failed in one point, he muſt be found guilty, as his 
-Plea- depends on his moral character, and the verdict 
on the evidence and circumſtances. The Doctor has ſe : 
lected three things, viz, the poor woman, Mrs. Plantane, 

and his annual income whilſt Rector of New-York, 
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„ the foundation of his Defence. Viator has met fen 
| on his own'ground, and leaves the event to the judy: 


| ment of the venerable, Public, claiming his right of 
cloſing . The Doctor has mentioned his care and gene- 
rofity to. the ſoldiers, ſailors, refugees, &c. &c. declaring 
that he remitted all fees to the poor, upon their applieas , 
tion, &c, &c. The following fact cannot be well recon- 
ciled with theſe avermenits. - The Doctor ¶ becauſe a few 
inſtances happened of ſome rude ſailors and ſoldiers who 
buried their dead in the church-yard without leave of the 
Doctor, oy ge he loſt his fees] complained to the 
commander in chief of this intrufioti, and Fuck to the 
general like a bliſter, till he procured a guard of ſoldiers 
to watch his burying-ground night and day, that due 
order and his fees might be ſecured. Neither army 
nor navy ever thanked the Rector for this charitable 
ſtep, nor did the Rector ever order victuals or drink to 
the centinels while they watched his ground during the 
long and wintery nights. | 5 
The Doctor concludes in truſt, C that his character is 
* too well known and eſtabliſned to be aten by the 
* wanton abuſe and unſupported charges of this anοσ 
* mous reviler.” The Doctor here means John Viator, 
Eſq. author of the Reply to Dr. Inglis's anonymous Re- 
marks on the Vindication of Governor Parr, &c. Viator 
is no taylor, patelin, or trimmer, and aſſures the Doctor, 
that, Cæſar like, he had parents in the days of Melchi- 
ſedeck, but ſuppoſes no record can be found where they 
lived, or what their profeſſional income amounted to, 
excluſive of donations, chaplaincies, allowances, and 
contingencies; nor has it been yet diſcovered whether 
they or Lot, Nabal, and Rittenhouſe, were the better 
aſtronomers, ſubjects, and. politicians, A 
If the late Rector of New-York believes his own - | 
doEtrine, ** that no innocent perſon's character ought to 
e ſuffer by the illiberal treatment of anonymous revilers - - | 
&« and aſſaſſins, why did he impudently fend into the } 
world his anonymous Remarks on the Vindication of G. 
e vernor 
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charges and accuſations againſt! Governor Parr, his 
Council, the government of Nova Scotia, Mefſrs. Hake, 
Hardy, and the whole body of Loyaliſts, ( excepting, his 
Fifty- five moſt reſpectable characters, and their 
ſneaking aſſociates,) than can be found in the Alcoran; 
and as to the Defence of his moral character, Viator re- 
minds the Doctor of tbat in the words of an old ad 

Ab equis ad afinos——Viator is much hurt to find that 

a clergyman and a gentleman ſhould complain of fuch 
crimes as himſelf has fung forth and is only guilty of; 


and that, after the diſpute was laid before the public, the 


Doctor ſhould cowardly retire behind the curtain to wound 
8 and kill Viator in the dark. —Who't is the aſſaſſin now ? 


i Dr. Cn AN xs IncLis > or Jon VraTos, Eſq. ? 
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